INTRODUCTION
The classical Bernoulli polynomials Bn(x) 
B~ := B~ (O) = (-1)'~ B,~ (1) = (21-~-I)-I B,~ (1)
(nENo:=NU{0}; 5:={1,2,3,...}) and
and 
In Section 2 of the present sequel to Cheon's work [1] , we propose to verify the equivalence of the relationships (7) and (11). And, in Section 3, we shall consider some interesting generalizations and analogues of the equivalent relationships (7) and (11).
(n e No)
respectively. Numerous interesting (and useful) properties and relationships involving each of these polynomials and numbers can be found in many books and tables on this subject (see, for example, [2] [3] [4] [5] [6] 
EQUIVALENCE OF RELATIONSHIPS (7) AND (11)
For both Bernoulli and Euler polynomials, the following multiplication theorems are well known (eft, e.g., [2, p. 37, equation 1.13 (11); p. 41, equations 1.14 (8) and 1.14 (9)]): 
Since B1 = -1/2, by separating the second (k = 1) term of the sum in (11), we readily find from (11) that k=O (k#l) which, in light of the second relationship in (14), immediately yields (7). And, by simply reversing these steps, we can easily deduce (11) from (7).
GENERALIZATIONS AND ANALOGUES OF THE EQUIVALENT RELATIONSHIPS (7) AND (11)
For a real or complex parameter a, the 
respectively. Clearly, we have B (1) (x) = B~ (x) and E (1) (x) = E~ (x) (n E No). 
E~ (~) (x + i) + E~ (~) (x) : 2E~ (~-1) (x) (~ e No), (22)
respectively. Furthermore, since
upon setting/3 = 0 in the addition theorems (19) and (20) and interchanging x and y, we obtain respectively. Obviously, the familiar addition theorems (8) and (9) correspond to the special cases of (24) and (25), respectively, when c~ --1.
Next, by combining (21) and (24) (with x = 1 and y ~ x), we find that
which, in the speciM case when a = 1, immediately yields the following familiar expansion (cf., e.g., [4, p. 26 In view of (23), this last familiar expansion (29) (el., e.g., [4, p. 30] ) in series of the classical Euler polynomials {En(x))~_ 0 is indeed an immediate consequenee of (28) when ~ = 1.
Making use of some of the above known formulas and identities, we now prove an interesting generalization of the equivalent relationships (7) 
